Ch.-l]               Concept of Chastity and A dultery                    11
deemed to be an indispensable element for one's salvation in the
life Hereafter. A study of the primitive society and the older
civilizations throws ample light upon the fact that man has tried to
legalise all unlawful forms of sexual intercourse in his struggle against
satisfying the human tendencyof upholding chastity. It is noteworthy
that lesser the impact of chastity on human civilization,, greater the
forms of satisfying man's lust We, therefore, find that the universal
forms of illegal cohabitation had been acknowledged, in some form
or the other, as different forms of marriage.
CHASTITY AND ADULTERY
(1) Among the Primitive and Savage People :
Woman in the primitive society was conceived as belonging
to man and any interference of another man with her would
immediately outrage man's intensive sense of property, and would
at once arouse his jealousy. He would, therefore, try to recover
his property from the thief; and this could be done by assaulting or
killing him or, in other words, punishing him for his 'theft'.
Recognising too, that the woman, differing from other possessions
of his, was a sentimental being, and, therefore, to some extent a
consenting party to the 6theft', he would also vent his anger upon
her, even putting her to death in case of extreme rage.3 Woman
before and after marriage was deemed the property, first of her
father or guardian, next of her husband. Among peoples who
allowed licence before marriage, none was permitted after it, when
the husband assumes proprietary rights over the woman. And where
such licence was not allowed, any unchastity was punished by
inflicting a fine or death on the man who had depreciated the value
of the woman in her guardian's or prospective husband's eyes.
Husband's power so far as it concerns interference with her sexually
was unlimited. Even in cases where polyandry was permissible
under the tribal or local custom, the several husbands, whose right
over her were arranged according to strict rule, would resent the
3.      James Hastings; Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethics; New York, 1908
page 122.